X68                    NEW   FACTS   FROM

1630 and licensed by Sir Henry Herbert, November

Since one gains the impression here of some
blundering, it: is important to note that Malonc
repeats the second and more important part of
Ms statement on the flyleaf of his copy of the
play:
It was licensed by Sir Henry Herbert mulct the
name of Th li&tertttinMtnti November 2$, ifijo%
and It appears from his olllcc book that it had been
acted in the summer of that year*
As the licensing was for performance, not for
printing, seeing that publication did not  take
place until eight years later, the difficulty is to
know how the usual procedure became rcvcrgcti*
and the play licensed a month or two after it:
had been acted. One is loth to accuse Malonc of
an iterated blunder, and, after all, there may be
a way out. A London production before licencing
would have incurred sundry pains and penalties
and* as a matter of fact, a London production lit
the summer of 1630 was a sheer impossibility.
Every public place of amusement                   by
royal proclamation on the ijth of April, and
remained closed fur almost seven months* It
was a period of plague* On October 19 following,
we find Sir Thomas Roe writing from St Martin**